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For the clay, i.e. the soll passing the Number
200 sieve, a test gave the following values:

_iquid Limit = 316
Plastic Limit 50
Plasticity Index = 266
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The main objective of densification
was to preclude an instability failure,
l.e. to require an Sus strength higher
than the driving shear stresses
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Sample Sample Identification Soil Description Yq el
No.
pcf
1 Clean sand from California. Widely graded SAND with 103 0.64
Tested for comparison <5% silty fines. Sub-
purposes. angular to angular grains.
2 Undisturbed sand sample Fine SAND, 8% clayey T | 0.95
from Steel Creek Dam site. fines. Several pockets of
Boring S-102, Sample UD-10C, silt in middle of sample,
Depth 28.1 - 28.6 ft. Tan. SP-SC. (See Fig. 23
for grain size curve).
3 Undisturbed sand sample Fine to medium SAND, 2% 98.8 0.68
from Steel Creek Dam site. clayey fines. Tan.
Boring S-103, Sample UD-7B, SP. (See Fig. 24 for
Depth 30.4 - 30.9 ft. grain size curve).
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Installation
Sequence

TESY PLOT A TEST PMOT B
7 ft. Spacing 7 ft. Spacing

140 Amps 160 Amps

TEST PLOT C

6 ft. Spacing
140 Amps
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Qc - CPT Tip Resistance
Rg = CPT Friction Ratio

Verification CPTs
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